Appln. No. 10/()89,886. 

Reply to Office Action of May 21 , 2003. 


REMARKS 


Claims 1-7, 9-14, 16-21, 23, and 25 are pending in this application, claims 8, 15, 22, 24 
and 26-28 have been canceled. The Examiner has acknowledged that claims 8, 9, 11 and 23 are 
objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten. 
Applicant has amended claim 1 to incorporate the limitations of objected claim 8 and has 
amended claims 9, 11 and 23 to incorporate the limitations of the base claims and any 
intervening claims. Applicant has made a minor amendment to the specification to correct a 
spelling error. 

The office action stated that claim 22 was objected to because of lack of antecedent basis 
for "said plate", and that claims 16-21 were rejected under 35 USC 112, second paragraph as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter of the 
invention. Applicant has canceled claim 22 and has amended claims 16 and 17 to depend from 
claims 12,16 respectively. For the foregoing reasons. Applicant respectfully requests that these 
rejections be withdrawn. 

Independent claim 1 and certain dependent claims were rejected under 35 USC 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Korth. Applicant has amended claim 1 to include all of the limitations of 
allowed dependent claim 8 and any intervening claims. For the foregoing reasons, Applicant 
respectfully requests that this rejection be withdrawn. 

This application is now believed to be in condition for allowance. Notice to that effect is 
respectfully requested. 


Respectfully submitted, 


Dated: 




Calfee, Halter & Griswold LLP 
Customer No. 24024 
(216) 622-8543 
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